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EDITORIAL 


Blank you all for your forbearance over the past few months. 
Thanks to our recently conpleted building extension, 
providing space for a desk, filing cabinets, bookcases and 
cupboards, iitproved organisation should result in more 
efficient mailing of orders and answering of correspondence. 
When we had only sane 40 manbers about six years ago, I 
considered calling the group 'The Catholic Creationist 
Bureau', because that described it most aptly - the 'office' 
was a bureau in a bedroon comer i Its growth has been very 
encouraging. 

Nevertheless, may I respectfully remind subscribers that 
this is a voluntary venture, and the Secretary/Editor is a 
full-time secondary schoolmaster, with five young children, 
vdio runs DMCLIGHT from his hone. I am therefore not 
available during the day on weekdays in school terms, and 
would suggest that 'phone calls be made at weekends. 

CftYLIGHT returns. 

This issue should ideally have anerged last Decenber, and 
No. 11 followed- in March. My intention is to prepare the next 
issue soon after this one, hopefully by June, and aim to 
restore the original pattern with the July issue. 

Letters to the Press. 

Hardly a week passes without reading erroneous views about 
evolution in a secular or Catholic newspaper. Occasionally 
a manber sends me a press-cutting and asks me to reply to 
it. I am grateful to be notified of these articles, but am 
sorry that I rarely have the time to cotpose and send a 
protpt and suitable response. May I encourage manbers to 
monitor particularly the Catholic press and send in their 
own letters. I would add that I have tried myself on several 
occasions in the past, but had nothing published; often not 
even an acknowledgment. Editors may in fact be more open to 
several letters frati independent private individuals. 

Finally, many thanks for your subs., donations and good 
wishes. May God bless you richly this Easter. A.N. 
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LETTER TO THE EDITOR 


fron Mr.R.Bernard Tayler of Essex. 


Thank you for issue No.9 of "Daylight". 

The article by Fr.Flanagan (R.I.P.) is very good. I wish 
the bishops would speak out about Fr.de Chardin today ! 

With regard to the article by Geoff Chapman. ["Evolution 
and the Sanctity of Life"- Ed.] It is quite good but there 
is within it a MAJOR ERROR. I know this because of what holy 
Pope Pius XII said in 1948 and the furore it caused in our 
(British) press !! Namely, under "Killing the unwanted", 
...where he virtually says it's alright to kill the baby in 
the womb if the mother's life is in danger. Pope Pius XII 
specifically stated that a doctor's duty in such cases is to 
do all he can to save mother and child and never to choose, 
both lives being unique and equally valuable. 

Mr.H.Gallagher of Essex wrote in similar vein, adding : 

DirecJ: a bortion is never permissible for any reason 
whatsoever...If a particular surgical treatment (e.g. 
removal of a cancerous womb) is indicated to save the 
mother's life, then on "double effect" principles, the 
operation is permissible, since the resulting death of the 
child is an unintended side-effect of the principle 
objective, which is removal of the cancerous womb. But 
there must never be a direct and intended taking of innocent 
life. 


The editor is pleased to publish these clarifications of 
Catholic teaching, and is gratified that articles are read 
with close scrutiny. Mr.Chapnian, secretary of Creation 
Resources Trust, writes as an Evangelical Protestant. 
Considering the respect shown by many non-Catholics for the 
Churches unconpronising defence of the unborn, it is of 
great importance that our stance should be seen as 
lanequi vocal. 


A.N. 



ANTIPODEAN 

anticipation 

I am very glad to report that Mr .Gerry Reane, author of 
“CaiEAriCW REDISCX7VERED" , will be visiting England this 
ccxning May, having spent two weeks touring the USA. 
Arrangements have already been made for talks to several 
Catholic organisations and Catholic activists, including 
Fr.David Becker, vho is hoping to form a USA Catholic 
Science Group. It is also hoped that radio and TV interviews 
will be broadcast in the USA. 

Gerry will be in Ireland from Tuesday 10 May to E*riday 
13th May, vhen he arrives in England. He is due to fly back 
to Australia on Ihursday 19th May. 

Gerry will speak at Spanish Place, London, on Sunday May 
15th at 5.30 p.m. and sometime at Tregate Castle, Monmouth, 
home of Mrs.Mary Hopson (0600 713497). 

Naturally we hope that seme other talks can be arranged to 
make the most of his short stay. If you could arrange a 
talk, provide publicity or have helpful suggestions, please 
let us know soon. * 


Contact in Ireland: Mr. Redmond O'Hanlon. 82 Braoror Road, 
Churchtown, Dublin 14. Tel: 010 353 1 982112. 

In England: Mrs Daphne McLeod, 4 Fife Way, Great Bookham, 
Surrey KT23 3PH. Itel. 0372 454160. 

or myself, Tony Nevard : 0727 868427. 

Gerry will be bringing a set of laminated display posters, 
and would like the use of a lectern, small table for books 
etc., and to show video extracts if possible. He would be 
happy to speak to a few friends at heme or a full hall ! 

I have just heard that Guy Berthault (sediraentologist) 
plans to visit London between 13th and 19th May, and may 
also be available to speak. 

Thank you for any help or suggestions you may be able to 
give us. Please pray for the success of this tour, vhich 
could bring important benefits to the Church. 


ST. JAMES CHURCH SOCIAL CENTRE 
GEORGE STREET, LONDON W.l 

Friday April 15th 

7.30 p.m. 

SCIENCE AND THE 
CREATION OF LIFE 

A Talk with Slides by 
PETER ADAMS M.A. 

SUNDAY MAY 15th 

5.30 p.m. 

Creation 

Rediscovered 

GERRY KEANE 

EVERYONE WELCOME 
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LETTER TO THE BISHOPS 


Qi March 7th 1994, the feast of St.Thcmas Aquinas, Patron 
of Catholic Schools and of DAYLIGKT, the principal Bishops 
of England and Wales were sent a letter fron the Secretary 
expressing the concerns of DAYT.TGHT supporters about the 
issue of Evolution and Catholic teaching. The text of that 
letter follows this introduction. In addition, their 
lordships were also sent literature outlining the 
scientific, philosophical and theological objections to 
Evolution, details of further sources, and information about 
DAYLIGHT. Replies were invited, with the implication that 
they might be published in a future issue. 

fecipients were the following members of the Hierarchy: 

Apostolic Pm-Nuncio. 

His Excellency Archbishop Luigi Barbarito. 

Province of Westminster 

His Eminence Cardinal George Basil Hume, OSB. . 

Right Rev. James O'Brien 
lUght Rev. Victor Guazzelli. 

RLght Rev. Vincent Nichols, 
iflght Rev. Patrick O'Donoghue. 

Mght Rev. Thcmas McMahon 
Right Rev. Alan C.Clark. 

Right Rev. Leo McCartie. 

Right Rev. James McGuinness. 

Province of Birmingham. 

Most Rev. Maurice Couve de Murville. 

Right Rev. Mervyn Alexander. 

Right Rev. Joseph Gray. 

Province of Cardiff. 

Most Rev. Aloysius Ward, OEMCap. 

Right Rev. Daniel J.Mullins. 

Right Rev. James Hannigan. [since deceased] 
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Province of Liverpool. 

Most Rev. Derek Warlock. 

Right Rev. Gerald Moverley. 

Right Rev. Ambrose Griffiths, OSB. 
Right Rev. John Brewer. 

Right Rev. David Konstant. 

Right Rev. John Crowley. 

Right Rev. Patrick Kelly. 

Province of Sot±hwark. 

Most Rev. Michael G.Bowen. 

Right Rev. Cormac Murphy O'Connor. 
Right Rev. Hugh C.Budd. 

Right Rev. Crispian Hollis. 


One reply was received by return post ! Two more followed 
within a fortnight. So that ray report may reflect the 
response fairly, I am giving no further details of their 
content in this issue, except to say that they were 
interesting and not discouraging 1 

May J. suggest to readers \dio reside in the Dioceses of 
these Bishops that this could be a worth'vhile time to write 
in with your own views on the subject, perhaps with 
different documentation in support. If even one Bishop was 
persuaded to give scxne active support, this could be 
valuable. 

There are 20 auxiliary or retired Bishops whom I have not 
contacted. I also intend to widen the net to Scotland and 
Ireland. At present, thanks to many small donations, funding 
is not the problem - it is time ! If you would like to 
suggest a suitable recipient among these Hierarchies, I will 
provide the letter, enclosures and packing. What I need 
fron you are TWO ADDRESSED STICKY lABEtS and TWO SBOOMD- 
CIASS SCAMPS. I will do the rest. If there is duplication, 
I will substitute another Bishop. If there is little 
response, I shall conclude that this venture does not have 
much support fron our 195 members. 


A.N. 



Text of letter. 
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For over a century, Darwin's Theory of Evolution has been 
widely taught as the only credible explanation of our 
origins, consistent with modem Science. Anti-Christian 
philosophies founded on Darwinism include fterxism, Nazism 
and Secular Humanism, viiich promote a materialistic view of 
Man, deny the reality and destiny of the human soul, and 
reject the fundamental Christian doctrine of Original Sin, 
thus furthering many moral and social evils. Ihese errors 
led Newman Watts (in ' Britain without God') to conclude that 
- "Every attack cxi the Christian Faith today has, as its 
basis, the doctrine of evoluticm." 

In 1950, Pope Pius XII reaffirmed Catholic Tradition on the 
historicity of Genesis; recognising that evolutionism 
undermines Christian faith and morals, he warned clergy and 
teachers that evolution was an unproven hypothesis, and must 
not be assumed or taught as a fact. He allowed research and 
discussicn of the possible evolution of - "the human body 
from pre-existing living matter", and that only if - "the 
reasons for and against are weighed and adjudged with all 
seriousness, fairness and restraint." [Encyclical 'Humani 
Generis', enphasis added]. 

• 

Ever since Darwin, many Christian and Jewish scientists have 
rejected evolution, but have been suppressed by censorship 
in education, publishing and the media, and massive 
evolutionary propaganda. Yet recently, even sane agnostic 
scientists have become convinced that Darwinism is not 
merely unprovable but completely discredited for scientific 
reasons . It is still promoted by those determined to 
displace belief in God from society. In public education. 
Science courses in the National Curriculum now require that 
all pupils be taught wholly naturalistic theories of "Ihe 
Big Bang' and 'Human Evolution', while being denied access 
to the scientific facts and rational arguments that disagree 
with then. Christian educational bodies should be united in 
protesting at vhat amounts to indoctrination and anti- 
religious bigotry. 

Concerned that Catholics be taught the Truth, and aware of 
the dangers to the Faith, Pope John Paul II, in a series of 
allocutions early in his pontificate, took the lead in 
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re-orphasising fundamental Catholic doctrines of Creation 
and Original Sin. Cardinal Ratzinger has confirmed that many 
of the problons in the Church and the modern world arise 
fron Evolutionism. Yet many Catholic priests, teachers and 
writers sesn unaware of the crucial significance of the 
current debate, and Catholics have had to turn to Protestant 
sources for more information. Many then reject the illogical 
and outdated compromise of 'theistic evolution', finding 
sounder answers on this issue from Protestant Fundamentalist 
scientists and Biblical scholars. 

We consider Catholic schools and parishes must encourage 
Biblical and historical studies to keep abreast of recent 
developments, so countering the evolutionary propaganda that 
deceives many Catholics into losing the Faith. Our group of 
nearly 200 supporters, including several priests, 
scientists, acadanics, doctors and teachers, offer our 
assistance to you in this vital task. EiMfLIGIir produces a 
periodical, supplies literature, tapes and videos, and can 
provide talks and video-shows to schools, parish groups, 
clergy meetings, seminaries and Catholic organisations. 

I have pleasure in enclosing some relevant literature 
(details below)- I shall be glad to provide further 
information if required. 

We would be most grateful for your interest and prayers, and 
any other form of support you may be able to give, and shall 
be pleased to consider a letter of reply for publication in 
a future issue of the magazine. 


Enclosures 


1. "Evolution - Fact or Faith ?" by David Bird. 

2. "Creation or Evolution ? A call to intellectual 

conversion ", by Fr.David Becker, (in Dayli^t No.9 ). 

3. "Light needed in the Darkness", by Professor 

Maciej Giertych. 

4. "Introducing Daylight" - flyer. 

5. "Evolution- Fact or Belief ?" (video) flyer. 

6. "Creation Rediscovered" by G.J.Keane - flyer. 
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Acknowledganents to NEK#QVN GRADUME EDOCATICN 

The False God of Theistic Evolution 


“When He gave us the ten Commandments God did not say, Thou 
shalt not be an atheist! Instead He commanded. Thou shall not have 
strange gods before me! 

“Why? Because man is incurably God-centred. Man cannot exist 
without God, and if he rejects the true God [the ereator Who is one, 
personal, spiritual, transcendent and etemalj he will invariably create 
his own false god.” (Vincent Miceli, The Gods of Atheism, 1975, 
Arlington House, New Rochelle N.Y., U.S.A.) 

Christians who accept the theory of evolution which denies the creator 
God revealed in the Bible, are compelled by the intrinsic nature of 
human thinking to find another god as substitute. Their new god is 
then held responsible for evolution (a process which never took place) 
and for the emergence of life by spontaneous generation (an 
occurrence which science proves cannot happen). 

The 17 false gods demolished in Fr Miceli’s book all share with 
Theistic Evolution the same false evolutionist assumption that man 
evolved without intelligent design or purpose from inanimate matter. * 
That assumption, intrinsic in evolution theory, is a direct contradiction 
of the essential Christian belief that the first man and woman were 
especially created by God as a unique species with immortal souls, 
“created”, in Cardinal Newman’s words, “to do God some definite 
service”. No other theory of man’s origin than precisely that can be 
accommodated in Christian Faith. 

What we must re-emphasise, in spite of the opinions of theologians 
who should know better, is that belief in evolution is incompatible with 
belief in creation. It is not logically possible to be both a creationist 
and an evolutionist. Irrefutable empirical scientific evidence is 
demonstrating ever more conclusively that macro-evolution (from one 
species or “kind” to another) is impossible and never took place. 
Moreover, to attempt to believe simultaneously in evolution and 
creation is effectively to usurp the place of God, our Creator, in 
favour of a false god no better than any of the 17 other gods of 

* Please note that comments regarding Catholic Education 
refer to Australia. Ed. 



- 11 - 


atheism convincingly dethroned by Fr Miceli in “The Gods of 
Atheism”. 


Darwin’s Real Message 

Charles Darwin, prophet of the false god of evolution, had no illusion 
about the logical necessity of rejecting the God revealed in the Bible. 
That point is convincingly argued and documented by Dr Carl 
Wieland in Darwin’s Real Message: Have You Missed It? in the 
September 1992 issue of Creation Ex Nihilo (the quarterly magazine of 
the Creation Science Foundation). Dr Wieland points out that the 
high-profile evolutionist Professor Stephen Jay Ck)uld has reminded 
students of human origins that “Darwin’s theory is inherently anti¬ 
plan, anti-purpose, anti-meaning ... in other words it argues for 
philosophical materialism: Matter is the only reality”. Professor Gould 
and other evolutionists who understand the logical conclusion of 
Darwin’s materialist theory are scathingly critical of the confused 
notion called “Theistic Evolution” - the version of evolutionism still 
taught as “scientific fact” in Catholic schools. 

Dr Wieland shows that the primary and deliberate intention of Darwin 
was “to explain apparent design without a designer”, to show that 
what appears as “design” is merely a natural phenomenon inherent in 
matter, that it is independent of, and owes nothing to any non-existent 
creator, designer or god. 

When Dr Wieland refers to the undeniable “drastic decline in belief 
among evolution-compromising churches”. Catholics would do well to 
take note that what is being taught in their schools is some version of 
the public statement published by the ‘Science Curriculum officer and 
Religious Education adviser of the Catholic Education Office’: 
“Evolution is the conceptual framework into which is set all the 
hundreds of branches of science. There is no shred of evidence for emy 
theory of origins but evolution” (Barry Price: The Creation Science 
Controversy, 1990, p.l30) 

Although that, or some modification of it, is taught or always implied 
by the CEO, an opposing and authentic Catholic position is being 
formulated by a growing number of orthodox Catholic writers. One of 
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these is Gerard Keane. Chapter 10 of his Creation Rediscovered (1991) 
titled “The position Within Catholicism” (pp 167 - 177) quotes Fr 
P.D. Fehlner’s “most learned analysis of the position of the Catholic 
Church on the question of origins . . . and the Church’s constant 
opposition to evolutionary theory . . . which cannot, by definition be 
accepted by the teaching Magisterium of. the Catholic Church” 
(P 169). 

Keane eliminates any possibility that thcistic evolution can be 
consistent with faith in creation by God. His ten pages on the subject 
convincingly prove his conclusion: “It is becoming increasingly clear 
that those Catholics who want to believe in evolution theory can only 
^ do so by accepting concepts which are inconsistent with both modern 
.science and the established teachings of the Church.” (p 177). 

The essentially atheistic nature of evolution is summed up by the 
eminent creation scientist Dr Henry Morris; “Evolution may make 
some sense in the context of atheism, but it certainly does not in 
Christian theism. As the atheistic biologist (and Nobel Prize winner) 
Jacques Monod expresses it, ‘Why would God have chosen this 
extremely complex and difficult mechanism? .. . Why would God have 
to start with simple molecules? Why not create man right away, as of 
course classical religions believe? ... I am surprised that a Christian 
would defend the idea that this is the process which God more or less 
set up in order to have evolution”. 

Monod went on to point out that “Evolutionist biology leads to a 
wholly mechanistic view of life.. . There are no gods and no 
designing forces. The frequently made assertion that Evolutionist 
biology and the assumptions of the Judaeo-Christian tradition are fully 
compatible is false”. That is the logical assessment of an atheistic 
evolutionist, but theistic evolutionists persist in teaching self¬ 
contradictory beliefs. They want to “have it both ways”. They accept 
as factual an atheistic, mechanistic process and at the same time they 
preach a god who is responsible for that (imaginary) process. Theistic 
evolutionists must answer the allegation that their god is an atheist! 
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Ccnsorship 

Newman Graduate Education has circulated a letter to all 42 
Australian Catholic bishops requesting their support for the teaching 
of truth in the creation/evolution controversy. We pointed out that the 
teaching in our schools on both sides of this controversy is 
unsatisfactory; 

On the creation side, easily available information about the scientific 
research for the past 30 years which supports belief in creation is 
subject to the most rigorous censorship and is excluded from 
education. 

On the evolution side, the same censorship is applied to any of the 
voluminous scientific evidence which now casts doubt on the validity of 
Evolution theory. 

We pointed out to the bishops that this censorship contravens both 
Government and Church directives regarding education. 

(a) Government directive: The N.S.W. Director General of Education 
in a Memorandum to Principals (28! 1186): Evolution and Creationism in 
the Teaching of Science, “It is not the teacher’s role to prescribe 
students’ beliefs ...” 

IN.G.E.'cominents that .students are in fact prescribed unquestioning 
belief that Evolution is a “fact”. They are not informed that it is 
merely a theory which many scientists reject.] 

The Memorandum continues: “It is the responsibility of the teachers 
of .science to make students aware of the content of current scientific 
knowledge.” 

(N.G.E. here comments that it is precisely because we support the 
imparting of “scientific knowledge” that we deplore the current 
censorship of all scientific evidence which supports creation teaching 
and deflates evolution theory.) 

(b) ('hiiiTh directive: riie Catholic chiirch’s directive regarding the 
teaching of creation/evolution is laid down in Humani Generis, #31: 
“The rea.sons for and against either view must be weighed and 
adjudged with all seriousness, fairness and restraint.” (N.G.E. asserts 



-14- 


that the Catholic Education Office by failing to present “fairly” the 
case “against” evolution is disobeying the Church’s instruction.] 

Catholic schools also breach Church law when they permit the 
teaching of “polygenism” which denies the Church’s teaching that “all 
men, truly so called are descended ultimately from Adam”. (Humani 
Generis, #37) 

N.G.E.’s request to the 42 Catholic bishops to support the inclusion of 
true science in teaching on creation/evolution was accompanied by 
complimentary copies to each bishop of Evolution: Fact or Faith 
(David Bird), Did Man Evolve? (Dr Patrick Gill), and the N.G.E. 
booklets Science Suppressed and Science Vaporises Evolution. 


Write More Letters 

N.G.E. hopes that more and more parents and students will now write 
to their local bishop, supporting the request that the above and similar 
publications which present irrefutable scientific truth about the 
evolution/creation controversy should not be excluded from education. 

What should be stressed is the moral consequence of believing that 
Evolution is a fact. When belief in creation by God is rejected, the 
commandments of God no longer have any base or force. The false 
god of Theistic Evolution does not call for obedience since according 
to evolution theory we arc all irreversibly programmed to do whatever * 
we do. Any distinction between right and wrong becomes meaningless. 
The fruit of Theistic Evolution is the moral chaos which now threatens 
to engulf human society. Tell that to our teachers of science and 
religion. 


Evolution and Suicide 

In Australia 1,923 suicides were recorded in 1991. 

In the 15 - 24 years age group 25% of “deaths from 
all causes” were suicides. 

Q. What has this to do with evolution? 

A. With faith in creation and hope in a loving 
Creator, suicide is unthinkable; in evolution ethics, 
suicide is a fundamental option. 




1 

I £8.95 


£2 


60p 

\ 

i 

£2 
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Available Literature 

From: Newman Catechetical Centre, 1 Chetwynd Road, Meriylands, 
NSW 2160. (02) 637 9406. 

and from: John XXIII Co-Op., P.O. Box 22 Ormond, Vic 3204. 
(03) 596 2323. 

Creation Rediscovered by G. J. Keane 1991, Credis, Melbourne, 
300p. ($18 plus $3 postage). 

The Crumbling Theory of Evolution by Wallace Johnson, 
Perpetual Eucharistic Adoration, Inc. 1986, P.O. Box 84595, Lx)s 
Angeles, CA 90073 U.S.A. (138 p. $7.50 plus postage). 

Darwin On Trial by Phillip E. Johnson, 1991, Inter Varsity Press, 
Downers Grove, Illinois 60515, U.S.A. (195p h.c., $23.95). 

Evolution: Fact or Faith? by David Bird, 28 Marybrook Road, 

1 Icathridgc, W.A. 6027,1992, (41 p. $3.50 plus 50c postage). 

Evolution: A Theory in Crisis by Dr Michael Denton, Burnett, 
London, 1985. 

The Evolution Hoax Exposed by A. N. Field, TAN Books, 

P.O. Box 424 Rockford, Illinois 61105, U.S.A. 


From: Newman Graduate Education, 7 Kambora Ave, Frenchs Forest, 
NSW 2086. 

N.G.E Pamphlets @ $1.00 each; 

Science Vaporises Evolution. Did Man Evolve? 

Action Against Evolutionism. Science Suppressed. 

From: Creation Science Foundation, P.O. Box 302 Sunnybank, 

Old 4109. (07) 273 7650. 

Bone of Contention (Is Evolution True?) by Sylvia Baker, M.Sc., 
1990, $3.50. 

The Revised Quote Book, 1990, 130 documented quotations by 
evolution scientists, $4.50. 

Creation Ex Nihilo, C.S.F. illustrated quarterly, $19.50 per year. 


Available from DAYLIGHT or send for list of stock. 



- 16 - 


Jurassic Park - 

a movie for our gxillible times 

by Redmond O'Hanlon 


Iwith acknowledgements to the writer & "The Irish Democrat"] 


I read soiiewhere that there was $65 million spent in 
promoting the dinosaur movie to top all dino-movies, 

' Jurassic Park', or ' How to milk the Dinosaurs for every 
penny.' Md to this the billions of free publicity and you 
have a major indoctrination into dinosaur thinking of most 
of the western world. Steven Spielberg, its director (and 
also, incidentally, a New Age enthusiast) is a smart movie- 
man and was hoping to do-it-again as he surely did with one 
of the greatest films of all time, 'ET'. But for the fact 
that the kids must be accompanied by an adult, I would have 
waited until it appeared on the box, in about ten years 
time... 

First and foronost, 'Jurassic Park' is about evolution 
and the hundreds of millions of years necessary for 
dinosaurs to evolve. Nobody is told an evolutionary 150 
million years is but a depth of rock. By digging some 
dinosaur bones out of that rock, the Walt Disney style 
scientists then go home to their laboratories, universities 
and museums, and make up stories about them. About one half 
hour is spent teaching the kids that this scientific fantasy 
is actually true, or, as one of than said, "We are all out 
of a job." 

However, this film goes further. No sooner are the main 
characters gathered at the Dinosaur Island headquarters than 
an ethical debate ensues. "They had their time and failed to 
survive": as though to repeat history would scmehow lead to 
a warp in evolutionary progress. Such is the wisdcm of 
today's palaeontologists, it would seen. By now the kids 
were getting restless, indulging in a little philosophy 
themselves, wondering what all this talk was about and when 
would the real action start. Then the geneticist said 
something about God's creation, but I lost it amidst an 
avalanche of crisp-bags and popcorn action. Besides that, 
Patrick, my 4-year-old, had just walked out of the cinema 
looking for seme better action, and I had to drag him back. 





"But how?" was all the 'bone experts' wanted to know, 
having got a glhrpse of dinosaurs on the way to the park. 
In one scene there is a shot of a biblical assortment of 
dinosaurs, way back in the distance lest anyone see the 
cellophane... Richard Attenborough, alias Mr.Moneybags, 
gives his open-mouthed scientists a hint of \(\iiat is to come. 
On a big screen he introduces himself, then a clone appears 
beside him, with even the same personality. You are led to 
believe he is about to show you how to clone not only 
bodies, but souls as well. 

Then follows a dononstration of cloning in Jurassic Park 
style: 

A mosquito drew blood frcm a dinosaur. It then landed on 
a tree to becotie trapped in tree-glue, amber. It then 
survived for a 100 million evolutionary years to be 
discovered by scientists. Now nobody asks how a mosquito 
could penetrate the hide or scales of a 100-ton monster, 
they are just shown a cartoon of one doing it, no bother. 
None of the scientists present noticed that the insect 
looked exactly like today's mosquito. Up to 150 million 
evolutionary years and no evolution of a mosquito ?i And 
now rexonber that in 3 million, shrew, lemurs and apes are 
said to have evolved into humans [ misprint for 30 ? Ed.], 
so this mosquito should at least have built spaceships to 
get to the moon in 150 million years 1 But that's the 
science of evolution for you if you want to believe it. 

Anyway, the film then shows a lab. full of busy 
geneticists, all extracting DMA fran mosquitos (they must 
have found more). With this dinosaur DNA, they infused the 
DMA of another creature, known to have evolved frcm the same 
type of reptile. For the life of me I thought it was an 
ostrich or sonething, but Patrick had disappeared again and 
interrupted the cloning lesson. Ihe eggs were hatched and 
we saw a perfect little dinosaur break through, with the 
VvSiole cinema going AAAAHHHH. In their reviews of the film, 
the world media reported that 'Yes, science will soon be 
able to do this,' in 10, 20, 50 , some said 100 years. So 
another scientific fantasy becanes fact ! On Newsnight, I 
saw one expert confronted with the logic that if dinosaurs 
could be, as it were, reincarnated, so could Hitler... 
That's where science is today, it seans. 
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In reality, recent laboratory studies ( Nature , August 
1992) have shown that DMA will break down all by itself. 
Without the repair mechanism of a living cell, it self- 
destructs at a rapid rate- Under even the most favourable 
conditions, E»QA cannot remain at all beyond 10,000 years or 
so. If therefore, any DNA is found in any quantity in a 
fossil, it must, by virtue of scientific observation, the 
only true science, be less than 10,000 years old. I have 
read of reports v^ere dinosaur DNA has been found in tiny 
quantities, so this would indicate that dinosaurs are only 
10,000 years old or less. Yet evolutionary scientists, 
professors, teachers, textbooks etc. all say they became 
extinct 56 million years ago...? In practice in the 
genetical process of cloning, no two species can be cloned 
because of the natural rejection between them, scxnething 
which makes evolution impossible. For evolution to be 
credible, all species must have the natural ability to 
cross-breed with other kinds. Whatever may be achieved in a 
laboratory, it cannot be said to be natural selection. 

Dinosaur DNA, if found - and it is likely, for dinosaurs 
are younger than 10,000 years, as their bones show by the 
very fact of remaining as bone, vrtiereas any bone of 150 
million years would have petrified into stone in that time- 
would only contain a fraction of the total DNA of a 
dinosaur. One scientist put that at about 30 parts out a 
necessary 3,000,000 parts of a total DNA string. So in 
spite of the fantasies of evolutionists, having proclaimed 
150 million years of Dinotime, can you be surprised if they 
contradict true science when prophesising about the future ? 

Back to the movie 

Eventually, because of greed, and a ccmputer expert's 
plans going astray while trying to steal scane dino DNA, all 
hell breaks loose in Jurassic Park. First on the scene is 
T-rex, roaring as any self-respecting reptile wouldn't. Vfe 
had waited about an hour, but it was worth it. Spielberg's 
magic was little less than spectacular, producing a monster 
that would scare anyone. Anyone except Patrick that it, for 
I was watching him for panic, but he was unimpressed. Well, 
that's Patrick. Soon the action turns to two very clever 
Velocraptors, who even learn how to open doors by their 
handles in order to get to the kids and make of then their 
next meal. The great car-chase is re-enacted using 
dinosaurs instead, and last about 20 minutes. 
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Overall, I was not impressed, but then I am biased in 
regard to so-called scientists who fool kids and adults 
alike into believing their fantasies. They are not 
scientists, but little more than cartoonists themselves. 
Personally I found ALIEN 1 and 2 far better movies, and I 
just know ALIEN would knock the teeth out of T-rex any day 
of the week ! I leave the last word to Patrick, vrfio spent 
much of the time walking around the cinana, not a hair 
raised on his head. "It was too noisy," he coimented. I 
though: that just about summed it up. 

ooooOoooo 


" WHO KNOWS ? " 


Q. Which of the following would you ask to explain how life 
came to exist on Earth ? „ 


% 

i4 biologist 37 
An historian 11 
A parent 6 
A philosopher 6 
A poet or writer 1 
A religious leader 20 
Don't know 18 


0. People have always asked big guestions such as "What is 
the meaning of life ?" Do you think scientists are the 
right people to answer such guestions ? 


Yes 

33% 

No 

61% 

Don't know 

6% 


[ Daily Telegraph Gallup Poll of 916 adults across Britain, 
publishei24th August 1992.] 
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DARWINISM AND SPENCER 


the late H.W.J.Edwards 


(first published in DAYT.TCafr August-Septanber 1979) 


Darwinism, as I prefer to call "evolution", despite the 
several theorists, came at a time very convenient to social 
thinkers and philosophers of the Victorian age. 'Ibat these 
thinkers and philosophers exploited Darwinism for very 
different ends is irrelevant. TTie point is that they saw 
. the use to which Darwinism could be put. 

Several of such people occur to me; but chief of than 
(at least at the level of my present thinking) was Herbert 
Spencer (1820-1903). An English philosopher, he is very 
rarely read today, but he achieved an enormous and 
widespread pc^jular reputation in the latter part of the 19th 
century. In his System of Synthetic Philosc^y he surveyed 
the biological and social sciences with a generalised notion 
of "evolution" as a unifying concept. That later this did 
not sean sufficiently clear to philosophers is of little 
consequence here. The point is that Spencer achieved 
enormous success with many who had cone upon Darwinism and 
who wanted to find sane great use for it in the development 
of the social sciences. 

It was in his First Principles that Spencer held that we 
could have knowledge of phenonena only, but that we could 
infer to an "unknowable incomprehensible power vrfiich is the 
source of phenonena", the most important of v^ich is the Law 
of Evolution, viiich he obscurely phrased as follows: "An 
integration of matter £ind concomitant dissipation of motion 
during which matter passes fran an indefinite incoherent 
hanogeneity to a definite coherent heterogeneity". In his 
essay, Progress, its law and Cause, he defined progress also 
as a change from hanogeneity, and in this way he identified 
Darwinism (evolution) and Progress (N.B. my capital). He 
could assert: "Progress is not an accident, not a thing 
within human control but a benificent necessity." This 
essay pre-dated the publication of Darwin's Origin of 
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^jecies and was, in fact, based upon the work of Geinnan 
biologists vdio claimed that the feature that distinguished 
higher forms of organisms was increasing specialisations of 
organs and functions. But vdio bothered about those Germans 
vrtien Darwin's v^ork suddenly appeared ? Few, you may say. 

, Perhaps. But today it is very hard for most people, 

especially those who have lived through two World Wars, to 
grasp that a century ago not only the Royal Court but the 

k philosophers and many other thinkers were utterly pro- 

German in a day vhen German "Kultur" was believed to be 

leading the world. 

Life was defined by Spencer as a continuous adjustment 
of the internal to the external environment: to live is to 
be the sort of thing which always adapts its own nature to 
be able to deal better with its environment. He was led to 
assert that this maxim holds good in morals. There are no 
absolutes. In adaptation man rids himself of old morals and 
takes new ones. Moral principles are for him rules vhich 
aid the harmonious, readjusted life of civilisation. His 
teaching led straight to hedonism since "pleasure promotes 
function." Actions we find pleasant will be such as tend to 
have survival value. 

Much of this reads by no means easily. There are, 
however^ some rather obvious conclusions to be drawn. The 
first is that Spencer's philosophy was welcatied by the 
extreme individualists of the era, especially the "new men" 
vho believed in the economics we call Laisser faire; "Leave 
alone", they said to politicians vho thought it evil that 
children and sani-naked young wcxnen should work in coal 
mines. "A beneficent necessity" drives the course of this 
world along. If millions fell by the wayside, there was the 
survival of the fittest, though the fittest for ^hat they 
did not say. Fortunately Sjjencer's theory never came to be 
so thoroughly popular as to bring victory to Laisser faire. 

^ What soreone labelled "The 10,000 Compassions", the many 
societies created at that time for relieving distress and 
the like impaired Spencer's Beneficent Necessity. 
Government DID interfere , e.g. stopping the practice of 
sending chimney-boys up chimneys to clean than, enacting 
laws governing factory life and the like. 

Nevertheless Spencer did succeed in persuading men and 
vKxnen of intelligence that there was a Law of Progress vhich 
men could not change or avert and that this Law was a facet. 
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if you like, of Evolution. To deny either was to be in 
disgrace unless you happened to be a wit like Disraeli who, 
while opposing Laisser-faire with his Factory Acts, said of 
Darwinism: "I read that God made man a little lower than the 
angels, but Darwin has made man a little higher than a 
tadpole." Even if few disciples of Spencer can be found 
today, his concept of the (inevitable) Law of Progress is 
still assumed. At the same time, I well recollect that in 
the days when I was a Quaker, a venerable Quakeress visited 
Hitler's Germany and on returning said to scxneone in my 
hearing: "I was reared upon Herbert Spencer; and now it 
seems he may have been wrong." 

It is clear that Spencerism goes flat against Catholic 
teaching, indeed against Christianity as it is widely 
understood. Spencerism has nothing to say on behalf of the 
oppressed, the maimed, the souls who need society to support 
then in this vale of tears (for this world is a vale of 
tears). Moreover, if Spencerism means what Spencer meant, a 
German in 1936 in order to be "moral" would have to adapt 
himself to the Nazi regime so that he could be in harmony 
with the New Germany and red just himself to it. The German 
would find that raising his arm in the Nazi salute would 
have "survival value". Spencerism in practice would m^an 
the clenched fist in the USSR and being, if a writer, 
careful not to write anything which might send him to the 
Gulag archipelago. 

We may well wonder, then, how it came about that many 
benevolent and indeed Christian-minded people of Spencer's 
time and for a decade or so later felt that he was right. 
Spencer's attorpt to find ethical conclusions from Darwinism 
still finds new defenders. Ibe reason is that Spencer lived 
in vbat has been called the Age of Liberalism, when on the 
whole, in Pfestem Europe, people were, if not Christians, 
living on the capital of the Gospel. Like Tennyson, v\ho 
might be called the poet of progress, they were firmly of 
the belief that as time went on, men all over the world 
would beccxne tolerant, pacific, donocratic, philanthropic, 
"forward-looking". That in less than half a century places 
like Belsen would abound they would have felt to be a 
monstrous impossibility. The irony of it is that the men 
vho made Belsen could make use of Spencer. 
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fron "CREATION REDISCOVERED" 
acknowledgenents and thanks to Gerard Keane 


NAZISM AND COMMUNISM 


The twentieth century has seen the rise to power in many 
countries of despotic systems of government which have wielded 
almost total control of the population. 

Few despotic forces throughout history can compare with 
the infamous totalitarian belief systems known £is Nazism and 
Communism. The rhetoric used to idealize e 2 ich belief system 
promised a better world for its peoples; Nazism placing great 
stress upon the leader principle and Communism upon the dic¬ 
tatorship of the proletariat. 

The reality imposed by governments in these countries has 
been almost invariably nothing less than brutal dictatorship, 
usually with an obsessive personality cult of the leader, and 
grinding oppression of the population. 

. Curiously, the two systems had much in common. Nazi 
Germany and the USSR even had a joint peeice pact at the 
outset of World War 2. When Hitler invaded Russia however he 
unwittingly set in place the unlamented defeat of Nazism and 
effectively opened the way for Stalin to occupy much of Eastern 
Europe and impose communist ideology on those countries. 

The pro-democreicy revolution which swept Eastern Europe 
and the USSR itself in the late 1980s has been nothing less than 
bewildering and one hopes that other communist countries will 
feel the need to proceed in the same direction. In the West, the 
many intellectuals who consistently failed to grasp the reality 
of Marxism-Leninism in practice, and idealized the theoretical 
model of pure Marxism, are now seen as having little credibility. 

In different ways, both Nazism ^md Conununism owe much 
to evolution theory. It has been a powerful influence on the 
mindset which dominated the attitude of party leaders, and thus 
it helped to facilitate the brutal treatment of individuals. 
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CREATION REDISCOVERED 
Nazism 

In the decades preceding the reign of Hitler, anti-Semitism 
in Europe hjwi developed to a high degree and was rationalized 
in religious, socio-political, and biological arguments. During 
his youth Hitler imbibed all the fanatical hatred of the Jews and 
understood clearly the concept of Social Darwinism. 

Based on theories of biological evolution and natural selec¬ 
tion, Social Darwinism held that the “survival of the fittest” ap¬ 
plied not only in nature but also in the struggle between races 
and nations. Those groups that were hostile to the State or 
were biologically inferior would have to perish if the nation wais 
to survive. 

Such ideas helped to shape the future policies of the Third 
Reich. In pursuit of his perverted vision of an Aryan master 
race, Hitler implemented the racist ideas of Social Darwinism 
and this culminated in the “final solution” — the well organized 
plan to exterminate millions of Jews, Slavs and other victims. 

The idea of Racism, as a general philosophy, implies 
strongly that there are a number of distinct races upon the 
Earth, some regarded as inherently superior to others, who have 
evolved from different members of a common hominoid ancestry. 

Prof Karl Dietrich Bracher, in an important book The Ger¬ 
man Dictatorship, has noted the rationale of Social Darwinism 
in pre-World War 2 Europe: 

The underlying idea was that, in the course of a ruthless 
competition and battle, a ‘natural’ selection takes place 
which prevents or offsets aberrations and makes for a proper 
bedance between population and available resources. In so¬ 
ciety, education and penal law serve as the instruments of 
this process of selection; according to the immutable laws of 
heredity, the unfit cannot be educated and therefore must 
be eliminated ... The teachings of Social Darwinism were 
in contradiction to the egalitarian belief in Ein open, mobile 
society and the educability of man — the basis of the demo¬ 
cratic idea of state and society. The humanitarian idea of 
evolution was replaced by the concept of the planned ‘breed¬ 
ing’ of an elite and the proscription of intermarriage. 






Nazism and Communism 


... Social Darwinism remained a sectarian philosophy; see¬ 
ing man only as a biological and not a thinking, moral being, 
it misjudged the nature of historical and social forces, the 
binding values of civilization, 2 is well as the bzusic differences 
between biological and social selection.^ 

In translating the concept of Social Darwinism into grim 
reality, Hitler appears to have been influenced by the ideas ad¬ 
vanced in the late 19th century by Frederick Nietzsche. This 
German thinker had contended that, just as man had evolved 
from an ape-like ancestor, so a higher type “superman” would 
in time emerge — one who would be quite ruthless in exercis¬ 
ing power over the weak. Some idea of the mentality of the Nazi 
leadership can be gauged from the remarks of Heinrich Himmler, 
made during World War 2 to SS leaders; 

The SS man is to be guided by one principle alone; honesty, 
decency, loyalty and friendship towards those of our blood, 
and to no one else. What happens to the Russians or the 
Czechs is a matter of total indifference to me. If good blood 
of our type is to be found among the [other] nations, we will 
take it, if need be by taking their children and bringing them 
. up ourselves. Whether other peoples live in plenty or starve 
to death interests me only insofar as we need them as slaves 
for our culture; for the rest it does not interest me.* 

Prof. Bracher also pointed out that the extermination men¬ 
tality of the Nazis grew out of the biological insanity of Nazi 
ideology. The extermination plan was handled by a completely 
impersonal bureaucracy who regarded their victims as a species 
of inferior sub-humans. Himmler regarded these victims as ver¬ 
min, as though he was handling a biological disease. 

That Social Darwinism could be put into such gruesome 
practice by the Nazis can in no way be blamed on Charles Dar¬ 
win and his colleagues personally. However, it must be recog- 


^Karl Dietrich Bracher, The German Dictatorship (pp.28,29), 
Penguin Books Ltd, Harmondsworth, Middlesex, England (Pere¬ 
grine Books 1978 Edition) 

^ibid (p.522) Nurnberger Dokumente cited 
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nized that unquestioning belief in evolution theory was a central 
feature of the Nazi belief system, and not just incidentzil to it. 

Communism 

The central doctrine of Communism is the theory of Class 
Struggle. This theory is explained in the concept of “dialectical 
materialism” which relies heavily on evolution as an established 
historical fact. 

One of the co-writers of the Communist Manifesto, 
Friedrich Engels, wrote a brooklet entitled The Part Played By 
Labour In The Transition From Ape To Man? In it he claimed 
that exploitation began with the evolution of the first hand mil¬ 
lions of years ago. This explanation is accepted as factual by 
Marxists, and the whole communist credo is dependent for plau¬ 
sibility on evolution theory. 

Much of the indoctrination carried out in “re-education” 
centres (i.e. concentration camps) refers to evolution, in an effort 
to convince people that there is no God. 

According to communist theory, everything in existence is 
composed entirely of matter. Matter is supposed to encompass 
a unity of opposite forces with an inbuilt conflict that makes it 
autodynamic and self-energizing, needing no outside force of en¬ 
ergy. Because of this conflict, supposedly inherent in all matter, 
the outcome must always be orderly development of new forms of 
matter. Through so-called quantitative accumulations, nature is 
thought to be capable of “leaps” to new and higher forms of re¬ 
ality, and thus a Creator is not required. In Socialism: Utopian 
and Scientific, Engels wrote about evolution: 

Nature is the proof of dialectics, and it must be said for 
modern science that it has furnished this proof with very 
rich materials increasing daily, and thus has shown that, 
in the Izist resort. Nature works dialectically and not meta¬ 
physically; that she does not move in the eternal oneness of 
a perpetually recurring circle; but goes through a real his¬ 
torical evolution. In this connection Darwin must be named 


^See Marx ic Engels, Selected Works (pp.354-364), Moscow 
(1975 Edition) 
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Nazism And Communism 

before all others. He dealt the metaphysical conception of 
Nature the heaviest blow by his proof that all organic be¬ 
ings, plants, animals, and man himself, are the products of 
a process of evolution going on through millions of years.'* 
According to the Marxist theorists, at some stage in the 
evolutionary process mankind developed consciousness and then 
mind emerged as an intelligent, self-knowing, self-determining 
entity. Because man is the highest intelligence in all existence 
he can, with the development of science, come to be omniscient, 
to know all truth about existence. 

Marx held that history was on the side of the workers. As 
surely as all existence had evolved to the present level, it was 
inevitable that the exploiting class would be destroyed. The 
property-owning class would assist in its own demise by reducing 
the working class to such poverty that a deficiency of demand 
would result when the workers could no longer afford to purchase 
the goods produced by the system. 

Once the working class had grasped the laws governing their 
fate and had overthrown the exploiting class, it would inaugurate 
a new era of Socialism, and the State would whither away as 
society evolved to a classless community with no need for police 
pr armed forces. 

Man was destined to find fulfilment, said Marx, in a new 
world order in which conflict would be eliminated and socio¬ 
economic harmony at last achieved. The wars, oppressions, 
miseries, amd spiritual illusions of previous ages would dissolve 
int# the communist peace which was the goal of history. 

The spread of communism has brought with it immense 
suffering. Tens of millions of human beings (about sixty million 
in the USSR alone) have died as victims of fanatical communists. 
They were clearly regarded as nothing more than creatures who 
were expendable in the quest for a classless society. 

As with Nazism, evolution theory is essential to the com¬ 
munist belief system and is definitely not incidental to it. The 
central proposition of Class Struggle depends upon evolution 
theory for plausibility. 


Ubid (p.407) 
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